
Feedback Summary 
Joint Boards and Commissions Workshop 

Oct. 25, 2018   

 

Attendees 

Invited members of boards and commissions (city staff designated which boards and 

commissions should be represented; the boards and commissions chose which members to send) 

• Art Figel, Nikhil Mankekar – Human Relations Commission 

• Tila Duhaime, Jennifer Nicoll – Transportation Advisory Board  

• Masyn Moyer, Jacques Juilland – Housing Advisory Board  

• Erica Joos, Kathleen McCormick – Arts Commission 

• Jim Baily, Rory Bilocerkowycz – Design Advisory Board  

• Pamela Yugar, Tom Klenow – Parks and Recreation Advisory Board  

• Jerry Shapins – Downtown Management Commission 

 

Format 

• Session lasted 2.5 hours, with an additional half hour for participants to get settled 

• Presentation, review and explanation of five conceptual scenarios that illustrated how 

choices in one policy area impacted options in other policy areas, polling and verbal 

feedback 

• Participant suggestions about the workshop format and engagement itself 

 

Feedback Themes 

• Many of the participants encouraged the city to be bolder around future uses in its 

exploration of the Alpine-Balsam site. While poll data was split on height, some clearly 

wanted the city explore options higher than 55 feet. “People who are afraid of tall 

buildings are not afraid of tall beautiful cathedrals,” one board member said.  

 

• The city was encouraged to get “closer” to the Vision Plan, which was viewed as more 

inspiring, and look to other key city plans, like the Transportation Master Plan, the 

Community Cultural Plan, and the Perceptions Study on Inclusivity and Diversity as 

guidelines for what the Boulder community wants. 

 

• While these scenarios show limited retail, this group advocated for more retail and the 

possibility of vertical mixed use in at least some buildings, whether they be housing or 

civic facilities. 

 

• There was some conversation about why the city feels it should deconstruct the old 

hospital; at least one participant wanted to understand more about that and referenced 



hospitals in other cities that have been converted to micro-housing units. 

 

• There appeared to be some concern that ground-floor space in civic facilities would be 

uninspiring or perhaps wasted as cubicles for staff performing routine daily tasks.  

 

• Participants said they understood the potential value of involving county, but at least a 

few were concerned that would make the project even more complex. 

 

• A brief conversation occurred about the value of communicating the multiple benefits of 

flood mitigation, given Boulder’s practice of using greenways and detention areas for a 

variety of desired activities when they are not needed to hold or convey floodwaters.  

 

• The parking questions also elicited a strong response, with one participant asking why the 

city is modeling something that does not meet the TMP goals. 

 

• The group reacted to the fact that in the scenarios, the greenway is currently shown to the 

north, adjacent to more upscale residential. Some suggested it be moved perhaps to the 

center or a different part of the parcel, to ensure more inclusive enjoyment. 

 

Feedback about process and workshop design 

Participants offered good suggestions regarding the workshop design, presentation of the 

materials and the polling questions that were incorporated into the design for the community 

workshop.  

• Polling questions were too limiting 

• City should try to return to imagery and aspirations captured in Vision Plan 

• Would be helpful to communicate more clearly that each scenario has associated hopes 

and dreams, and describe them 

• Participants had trouble following the booklet and the presentation simultaneously; order 

was not the same; one participant said she felt like booklet was “funneling” her in a 

particular direction before she has had a chance to ask questions 

• Be aware of dangers of building module graphics; they look like the city is further along 

the design process than it is and as currently depicted, they are uninspiring (one 

participant said they make him think of “Vladivostock 1974”) 

• Relational graphics, like bar graphs and bubbles, might be better was to depict which 

choices each scenario was created to illustrate 

 

Response data from polling exercise – see below  

 









 

 


